
This appropriate because vitim in my case did so

NEED TO OBTAIN THOSE STATEMENTS TO OTHERS BEFORE POLICE INVOLVEMENT.

1. Fresh complaint doctrine
Under California law, the prosecution is entitled to introduce "evidence that the
alleged victim of a sexual offense disclosed or repoxted the incident to another person shoxtly
after its occunence ... . " (People v. Brown (1994) 8 Cal. 4th 746, 748; see also People v. Loy
(2011) 52 Cal.4th 46, 66.) The alleged victim 's extrajudicial statement "is admissible for
a limited, nonheru·say purpose - namely, simply to establish that such a complaint was made -
in order to forestall the trier of fact from infening enoneously that no complaint was made,
4and from further concluding, as a result of that mistaken inference, that the victim in fact had
not been sexually assaulted. [Citation.]" (Id. , at pp. 748-749.) In determining whether to
admit a "fresh complaint" made by the alleged victim, the trial court must apply the
"ordinary standard of relevance. [Citation.]" (Jd. at p. 763.) In so doing, the cowt should
consider whether the "complaint was made immediately following the alleged assault or was
preceded by some delay" and "whether the complaint was volunteered spontaneously by the
victim or instead was prompted by some inquiry or questioning from another person." (Ibid.)
However, neither of these factors is dispositive. (Ibid.)












































